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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-20 are pending in the present application. Claims 1, 4, 7, 9, 15, and 18 are 
independent. By this reply, claims 1, 4, 7, 9, 1, 15 and 18 have been amended. These 
modifications do not add new matter. 

Examiner Interview 

Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the courtesies extended to Applicant's 
representative during the interview conducted on November 19, 2007. During the interview, 
Applicant's representative discussed the distinctions, and the Examiner noted the distinguishing 
features in Applicant's invention. Then, the Examiner suggested amending the claims to further 
clarify the function of the user code, i.e., that the user code is used in place of the user id and the 
password. The Examiner also suggested using "user authentication" rather than "user 
certificate" in the claims. The claims have been amended in the manner discussed during the 
interview, and are believed to place the application into condition for allowance. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and allowance of the present application are respectfully requested. 

35 U.S.C. § 112, Second Paragraph, Rejection 

Claims 1-10 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

In order to overcome this rejection, Applicant has amended claims 1, 4 and 7 to recite "a 
user authentication method for data broadcasting." Applicant respectfully submits that the 
claims, as amended, particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
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Applicant regards as the invention. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of this 
rejection are respectfully requested. 

35 U.S.C. 102 & 103 Rejections 

Claims 1-3 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Iwafune 
et al. Claims 4-20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Iwafune et al. in view of Sakata. Claims 9-10 and 12-20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Iwafune et al. in view of Sakata and Jung. These rejections 
are respectfully traversed. 

Independent claim 1 has been amended to further recite that the user code is used for user 
authentication in place of the user ID and the password, and to clarify that the user ID and the 
password are for user authentication. Independent claims 4, 7, 9, 15 and 18 have been amended 
to include similar features in a varying scope. These features are supported at least by Fig. 7 and 
the corresponding discussion in the specification. For example, when the user code is inputted, 
the user certificate (user authentication) is made automatically, and the user ED and the password 
associated with the user code are transferred to a broadcasting station for user authentication. 
(See paragraphs [0041] and [0045] of the specification). The user code provides convenience for 
the user in that the user can input only a single user code for user authentication, instead of 
having to input a user ID and password. (See paragraph [0047] of the specification). 

On the contrary, Iwafune et al. does not teach or suggest the user code being used for user 
authentication in place of the user ID and the password, wherein the user ID and the password 
are for user authentication and are associated with the user code, which alone is used for user 
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authentication. The Office action states that Iwafune et al. shows a personal ID indicates a user 
of the interactive television, and a password. However, Iwafune et al. does not teach a user code 
is inputted for user authentication in place of a user ID and a password, as claimed. Rather, 
Iwafune et al. uses a conventional method, which requires entering a personal ID and a password 
for user authentication (see column 22, lines 13-26), instead of entering a user code for user 
authentication in place of a user ID and a password. 

Further, it is respectfully submitted the other 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejections on 
independent claims 4, 7, 9, 15 and 18 have also been overcome as the additional applied 
references also do not teach or suggest the features recited in the independent claims. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that independent claims 1, 4, 7, 9, 15 and 18, and 
each of claims depending therefrom are allowable. 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons and in view of the above clarifying amendments, the Examiner 
is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw all of the objections and rejections of 
record, and to provide an early issuance of a Notice of Allowance. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to enter this Amendment After Final, in that it 
raises no new issues but merely places the claims in a form more clearly patentable over the 
references of record. In the alternative, the Examiner is respectfully requested to enter this 
Amendment After Final in that it reduces the issues for appeal. 

Should there be any outstanding matters which need to be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Jun S. Ha (Registration No. 
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58,508) at the telephone number of the undersigned below, to conduct an interview in an effort to 
expedite prosecution in connection with the present application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and further 
replies, to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any 
additional fees required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.16 or under 37 C.F.R. § 1.17; particularly, extension 
of time fees. 



Date: 



DEC 1 8 2007 



Respectfully submitted, 



BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASH & BIRCH, LLP 




P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, VA 22032-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
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